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There are strong indicationsthatthe electroweak standard theory predictsa �rstor-

der phase transition at the electroweak scale [1]-[9]. G enerating the baryon asym m etry

ofthe universe at the electroweak phase transition is an exciting possibility. A better

understanding ofthis phase transition is required,however,in order to clarify whether

this is indeed the case. The electroweak phase transition cannot be treated com pletely

by perturbativetechniques.Problem sarecaused by infrared singularitiesofthesym m et-

ric phase,requiring the sum m ation ofin�nite setsofdiagram s. Lattice sim ulations take

care ofthis autom atically,and therefore are indispensable tools for the investigation of

the electroweak phase transition [7]-[9]. However,they are notwellsuited for the study

ofim portantphysicalquantities like the sphaleron transition rate,orthe rate ofcritical

bubble form ation. These quantitieshave been studied in quasiclassicalapproxim ation to

one-loop order. Two-loop calculations should help to controlto what extend the corre-

sponding results are reliable,though ofcourse genuine nonperturbative contributions to

the potentialin theinfrared have to betaken into accountdi�erently.

Both sphalerons and criticalbubbles are static �eld con�gurations,i.e. they do not

depend on the im aginary tim e variable �. Therefore,it becom es usefulto integrate out

the non-static M atsubara frequencies �rst,to som e order in the loop expansion. This

perturbative expansion should be reliable because the nonstatic M atsubara frequencies

becom e heavy at high tem perature. The longitudinalcom ponent ofthe gauge �eld A 0

developsa Debye-m assproportionalto gT and m ay beintegrated outaswell[10].

Theresulting three-dim ensionale�ective theory isofcoursenon-local.Usually higher

derivative term sare neglected in the spiritofthe high tem perature expansion. O ne also

neglects the W einberg m ixing and considers the action ofthe three-dim ensionalSU(2)-

Higgsm odel:

Sht =
1

g3(T)
2

Z

d
3
x

�
1

4
F
a
ijF

a
ij + (D i�)

y(D i�)+ V ht(�
y�)

�

; (1)

wherewe have introduced dim ensionlesscoordinatesand �elds

~x !
~x

gv
; �! v�; A ! vA : (2)

Thescale v isleftopen forthe m om ent.

Thee�ective 3-dim ensionalgauge coupling isde�ned as

g3(T)
2 =

gT

v
: (3)

Thegaugecouplingg hasbeen scaled outofthecovariantderivativeand the�eld strength

tensor.Thehigh tem peraturee�ective potentialis

Vht(�
y�)= �

�

(�y�)2 � v
2
0�

y�
�

: (4)

For com pactness of notation we use a rescaled \�" and \v20". They are tem perature

dependentconstantswhich correspond as� �= �T=g
2 and v20

�= (v0(T)=v)
2 to theone-loop

quantities used in reference [11],respectively as � �= ��3=g
2
3 and �v20

�= � �m 2
3=v

2 to the

two-loop quantitiesused in [6].

W e dividethe �eldsinto a background and uctuations

�! �̂+ g3
~�; �̂ = 1p

2
’~e; ~�=

1
p
2
(�1 + i�

a
�
a)~e (5)

A ! Â
a
i + g3

~A a
i; Â = 0; ~A a

i = a
a
i : (6)
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(The �a are the Paulim atrices.) In orderto describe criticalbubblesresponsible forthe

onsetoftheelectroweak phasetransition itissu�cienttowork with only onenonvanishing

background com ponent’ of� in an arbitrary butconstantdirection ~e.W e considerthis

type ofbackground only.

Integratingouttheuctuating�eldsin theloop expansion generatesan e�ectiveaction

to be used to �nd the saddle point solutions corresponding to sphalerons and critical

bubbles. To higher loop order this expansion willbreak down for sm allvalues of the

Higgs �eld ’. Near the broken m inim um ,however,the loop expansion is expected to

work quite well. W hetherthe saddle pointactionscan be estim ated reliably dependson

how im portant di�erent regions in �eld space are for the corresponding solutions. This

question deservesfurtherstudies.

In praxiitisnotpossible to calculate the fulle�ective action,butone hasto expand

itin som eway,cuto� theexpansion and calculate thecoe�cientin powersofderivatives

ofthe �eld. This expansion m ust ofcourse break down at sm allvalues ofthe �eld ’,

becausethederivative operator@ hasthem assdim ension 1,which m ustbecom pensated

by powersof’�1 . Indeed calculating the contribution ofa higherterm in the derivative

expansion to the e�ective action ofa quasiclassicalcon�guration one �nds a divergent

result,exceptforthe potentialand the @i’@i’ term .Howeverforthe latterkinetic term

one �nds a Z-factor [11]which in one-loop order is very strongly gauge dependent and

therefore even thisterm ,ifconsidered separately,isratherunphysical.

W hat seem s to be needed is som e less gauge dependent (nonlocal) com bination of

kinetic term s.Aswe willdem onstrate,the e�ective potentialislessgauge dependent.In

a strict expansion in g23 its extrem a are com pletely gauge-independent. It willplay an

essentialrole in thecase ofinhom ogeneous�eld con�gurationsaswell.

In orderto integrate outthe uctuating �eldsone hasto �x the gauge.W e choose as

gauge-�xing condition the ’tHooftbackground gauge

F
a = D (Â)i~A

a
i +

i

2
�(̂�y

�
a~�� ~�y

�
a�̂)= @ ia

a
i �

1

2
�’�

a
: (7)

Theresulting e�ective action �[’]dependsin generalon thegauge-�xing.Physicalquan-

titiesshould,on theotherhand,beindependentofit.Thisisdueto thefactthatthey are

described by extrem a of�[’].K obeset.al.[12]showed,thatthe gauge-�xing dependence

ofthe e�ective action can bewritten as

��[’] =
��[’]

�’
�X [’] ; (8)

where ’ representsallkindsof�eldsand �X [’]isa functionalofthe �eldswhich can be

calculated from thegauge-�xing condition and from thegeneratorsofthegauge transfor-

m ation. O ne reads ofim m ediately that the value ofthe e�ective action is gauge-�xing

independentforsolutionsofthe equationsofm otion,asitshould.

An often raised objection againstthe’tHooftbackground gaugesis(seee.g.[13])that

the �eld ~’ used in the gauge-�xing should be ofanothertype than the background �eld

and should thereforenotbevaried in calculating theequation ofm otion

�
��[’;~’]

�’

�

~’= ’

6=
��[’;’]

�’
: (9)

Nevertheless equation (8)holdseven forthese classofgaugeswith �[’]= �[’;~’ = ’]as

isexplicitly shown in reference [12].Sim ilarstatem ents,although lessgeneral,have been

veri�ed long tim e ago [14,15].
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Asa consistency check,weshallexplicitly dem onstratethegauge-�xing independence

(i.e.the�-independence)ofthevalueofthee�ective potentialatitsextrem a.In orderto

achieve thisone hasto becarefulto work consistently to a given orderofg23.

Expanding in term softheuctuating �eldswe obtain the action

Sht +

Z

d
3
x

�
1

2�
F
a
F
a + LF P

�

!

Z

d
3
x

�

(10)

1
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O nereadso� thepropagatorsand vertices.Thegauge boson (aai)propagatorm ay be

written as

D W (k)abij = �
ab

 

1

k2 + m 2
W

 

�ij +
kikj

m 2
W

!

�
kikj

m 2
W

1

k2 + �m 2
W

!

: (11)

TheHiggs(�),G oldstone (� a)and ghost(ca)propagatorsare asusualwith the m asses

m 2
H = �(3’ 2 � v20) ; m

2
G s = �(’ 2

� v
2
0)+

1

4
�’

2
; (12)

m 2
W = 1

4
’2 ; m

2
gh =

1

4
�’

2
: (13)

Notethatthereareno IR-divergencesdueto m asslessG oldstone-bosonsatthebroken

m inim um ,for�6= 0.In thebackground �eld form alism theuctuation appearonly in the

innerlineswhile theexternallinesconsistofbackground �elds[16].O nly the 1PI-graphs

contribute to thee�ective action.

In the following we study the e�ective potential.Up to now ithasbeen calculated to

two-loop orderin Landau gauge from the four-dim ensionaltheory [17,18]and from the

high-tem peraturetheory [6].In a recentwork M .Laine[19]presented a calculation using

a generalcovariantgauge (F a = @iA
a
i).

Theaim ofourwork isto calculate the potentialin two-loop orderusing the ’tHooft

background gauge with an arbitrary gauge-�xing param eter �,and to investigate the �-

dependence.

Atone-loop one obtainsthe e�ective potential

V
(1)

e�
= �(

1

4
’
4
�
1

2
v
2
0’

2)�
g23

12�
(m 3

H + 3m 3
G s+ (6+ 3�3=2)m 3

W � 6m 3
gh) : (14)
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Figure1:TheG raphscontributing to the two-loop e�ective potential.

The two-loop potentialreceives contributionsfrom the graphsshown in �gure 1. W e

use the M S-renorm alization schem e. The sunset graphs consist ofintegrals with three

denom inators;the�gure-eightgraphshavetwodenom inators.Thelattercan becalculated

easily whilethem om entain thenum eratorsofthesunsetscausesom etrouble.W erem oved

them by a procedure which is sim ilar to the one used in reference [6]. The rem aining

integralsare ofthefollowing form (d = 3� 2�)

G (m 1;m 2) = �
4�

Z
ddk

(2�)d

Z
ddp

(2�)d

1

k2 + m 2
1

1

p2 + m 2
2

=
1

16�2
m 1 m 2 (15)

H (m 1;m 2;m 3) = �
4�

Z
ddk

(2�)d

Z
ddp

(2�)d

1

k2 + m 2
1

1

p2 + m 2
2

1

(k + p)2 + m 2
3

(16)

=
1

32�2

�
1

2�
� + ln(4�)

�

+
1

16�2

�
1

2
� ln

�
m 1 + m 2 + m 3

�

��

(17)

The two-loop potentialis a rather long expression and therefore not displayed here.

Allthe ingredients are given in the appendix. W hile single graphs have �-dependent
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divergencesthe overalldivergence is�-independent

9

2
�’

2
� 6�2’2 � 3�v20 +

51

32
’
2

: (18)

From equation (17)oneseesthatthe�-dependentpartofthepotentialisproportionalto

thedivergenceand therefore�-independent.Henceitispossibleto treatthe�-dependence

foronevalueof�and the�-dependenceforonevalueof�.Theform erisusually discussed

bym eansoftherenorm alization group.Thishasbeen donefortheLandau gaugeelsewhere

[6]and willnotbe repeated here.Instead we are setting � to be the value ofthe �eld in

the broken m inim um lateron.

Asm entioned abovethevalueoftheaction m ustbeindependentofthegauge-�xing on

itsextrem a.In ourcasethevalueofthepotentialatitsextrem a should be�-independent.

In order to expand it system atically in orders ofg23 one has to expand the value ofthe

�eld atthem inim um �rst

’m in = ’
(0)

m in + g
2
3’

(1)

m in + g
4
3’

(2)

m in + O (g63) : (19)

Plugging thisinto the e�ective potentialonegets

Vm in = Ve�(’m in) = V
(0)

m in + g
2
3V

(1)

m in + g
4
3V

(2)

m in + O (g63) : (20)

W e have to distinguish two cases

(i) O ne tree-levelextrem um is at ’
(0)

m in
= 0 and willstay there (’

(1)

m in
= ’

(2)

m in
= 0).

From equation (20)on gets:

V
(0)

m in
= 0 ; (21)

V
(1)

m in = �
1

3�
(� �v20)

3=2
; (22)

V
(2)

m in =
3

64�2
�v

2
0

�

� 3� 8�+ 4ln

�

2

q

� �v20

��

: (23)

V
(1)

m in and V
(2)

m in are realfor v20 < 0,i.e.above the tree-levelroll-over tem perature,and

com plex below.Thisisdueto the factthat’
(0)

m in = 0 isa m axim um ofVht(’)forv
2
0 > 0.

(ii)Atthistem peraturesoneshould expand around thebroken m inim um ’
(0)

m in
= v0

’
(1)

m in
=

3

32��

�

1+ 2
p
��+ 25=2�3=2

�

; (24)

V
(0)

m in = �
�v40

4
; (25)

V
(1)

m in = �
1

48�

�

3+ 27=2�3=2
�

v
3
0 ; (26)

V
(2)

m in =
3

1024�2�
v
2
0

�

� 3+ (11+ 42ln(2=3))�� 29=2�3=2 + 24�2 � 211=2�5=2 � 128�3

+ 8�
�

1� 4�+ 8�2
�

ln
�

1+
p
2�
�

+ 64�3ln
�

3
p
2�
�

+ 2�(� 17� 16�+ 64� 2)ln

�
v0

�

� �

: (27)

The valuesofV
(i)

m in (i= 1;2;3)are independentof� asthey should.Note thatwe do not

have any IR-divergencesshowing up in covariantnon-background gauges[19].
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Figure 2:g23 vs.�atthe criticaltem perature

Equations(25)-(27)show thatthe e�ective expansion param eteratsm all� is
g23
4��

.

Consequently itbecom esoforder1 ifoneapproachesthecriticaltem peraturefrom below.

G oing to thelim it�! sm allthereforedoesnothelp in im proving theconvergence ofthe

loop expansion close to thecriticaltem perature.Theoverall 1
�
in Eq.(27)arisesentirely

from inserting ’
(1)

m in into thetree-and one-loop potential.

Although the expansion around ’
(0)

m in
= v0 is m anifestly gauge-�xing independent,it

is not usefulclose to the criticaltem perature. As soon as ’
(0)

m in tends towards zero the

true position ofthe m inim um m ay no longerbe considered asbeing obtained asa sm all

perturbation around v0(T). In the following,we therefore do no longer insist on the g23
expansion of’m in.Consequently,wedo nolongerwork consistently to a given orderin g

2
3,

and som e � dependencem ustbeexpected.A sm all� dependencewould bean indication

ofa reasonable convergence ofthe approxim ation.

Both the one loop and the two-loop potentialpredict a �rst order phase transition.

They havetwo localm inim a,which aredegenerated attherespectivecriticaltem perature.

Up to now the value ofv used to rescale the �eld in equation (2),is arbitrary. It is an

appropriatechoicetotakevand �tobethevalueofthescalar�eld atthebroken m inim um .

Theasym m etric m inim um oftherescaled �eld ’ isthen at’a = 1

V
0
e�(’= 1) = 0 : (28)

In addition,we have the condition

Ve�(’= 0) = Ve�(’= 1) : (29)

atthecriticaltem perature.g23 and v
2
0,thetwoparam etersofthehigh tem peraturee�ective

action (1),can be calculated from equations(28)and (29). From thisitfollowsthatthe

two coupling constants�and g23 arenotindependentatthecriticaltem perature.Sinceg
2
3
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v20

Figure 3: The �eld value at the broken m inim um in units ofthe tem perature vs.v20 for

�= 0:12 and �= 1

determ inesthesphaleron ratethisrelation isim portantto determ inecosm ologicalbounds

on theHiggsm ass[20].

In Figure 2,g23 is taken at the corresponding one and two-loop criticaltem perature,

respectively,and isplotted versus� for�= 0;1;2.The gauge-�xing dependenceisweak,

both atone and two-loop. The inclusion ofthe two-loop contributionschangesthe m ag-

nitude ofg3(Tc)
2 by about 40% . This would reduce the sphaleron rate by m any orders

of m agnitude. Therefore bounds on the Higgs m ass from the wash-out ofthe baryon

asym m etry m ay belessreliably than thoughtso far.

The large corrections to g3(Tc)
2 are not caused by large corrections to ’m in(T)=T

at �xed tem perature,but by the shift ofTc. This is dem onstrated in �gure 3. (The �-

dependence is again not signi�cant her.) Crosses denote the one (� ) and two (+ ) loop

criticaltem peratures.G oing from one to two-loop one essentially m ovesalong an alm ost

universalcurve.

The determ ination ofthe criticaltem perature from the perturbative potentialis of

course very questionable because the latter is unreliable for sm all’ values. Still,it is

rem arkable that the two-loop potentialleads to a lowering ofTc and an increase ofg23
alm ostindependently ofthegauge-�xing param eter�.

The one and two-loop potentialatthe corresponding criticaltem peraturesisplotted

for�= 0;1;2 in �gure4.O ne�rstnoticesthatthebulgebetween thesym m etricand the

asym m etric m inim um grows from one to two loop,which is in agreem ent with previous

calculationsusingLandau gauge[17,18].Accordingly,thephasetransition isstronger�rst

order,as predicted by lattice calculations [7,9]. W hile V
(1)

e�
(’) depends strongly on �,

the shapeofV
(2)

e�
(’)isonly slightly �-dependent.Thisindicatesthatthe loop-expansion

m ight asym ptotically converge towards an �-independent e�ective potentialifone uses

’tHooftbackground gauges.
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V
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V
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e�
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Figure4:Theoneand two-loop e�ectivepotentialfor�= 0:12 and di�erentvaluesofthe

gauge-�xing param eter�

v(T),the �eld value ofthe broken m inim um used forrescaling (equations(2,28)),is

notaphysicalobservable.Itturnsouttobe�-dependent.W ehavecalculated theZ-factor

fortheHiggs-kinetic term atoneloop

ZH (’) = 1 +
g23

4�

(

�
3

m G s+ m W

+
1

m 2
W

 

m 3
G s� m 3

W

m 2
G s
� m 2

W

�
m 3

G s� �3=2m 3
W

m 2
G s
� �m 2

W

!

+
10� 13

p
�+ 9�

16(1+
p
�)

1

m 3
W

 

@m 2
W

@’

! 2

�
2

16

1

m 3
gh

 
@m 2

gh

@’

! 2

+
1

16

1

m 3
G s

 

@m 2
G s

@’

! 2

+
1

48

1

m 3
H

 

@m 2
H

@’

! 2 )

(30)

Ithasa strong �-dependenceforsm all’-valuesand becom eseven negativeatsom erange

asalready pointed outin reference[11].Nearthebroken m inim um howeveritbehaveswell

but is still�-dependent. O ne can discuss3,ifthis �-dependence cancels the one ofv(T)

calculating the renorm alized �eld value
p
Z(v(T))v(T). W e found that there is indeed

som e 45% reduction ifthe one-loop Z-factorwith the two-loop g23 and the two-loop v(T)

isused.Calculatingthetem peraturedependentW -m asswould alsorequiretheZW -factor.

In conclusion,we have dem onstrated the applicability ofthe class of’t Hooft back-

ground gauges(eq.7)forstudiesoftheelectroweak phasetransition.Them ain advantage

ofthisclassofgauge-�xings isthe absence ofIR-divergences in the broken phase,which

are caused by m assless G oldstone bosons in the class ofcovariant gauges (F a = @iA
a
i)

which isprom inentin literature. The latter classhasbeen used by M .Laine in a recent

publication [19]to calculate the two loop potential. He found that the loop expansion

convergeseven in the broken phaseonly forsm allvaluesof�.Thisisessentially dueto a

3
W e thank C.W etterich forraising thisquestion.
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�-dependentinfrared divergence which doesnotshow up in ’tHooftbackground gauges.

In our opinion this shows the superiority ofthese gauges. The severe problem s ofper-

turbation theory in the sym m etric phase caused by nonperturbative condensates can of

course notbecured either.

Besidestheim proved IR-behaviorin thebroken phasetherearesom etechnicaladvan-

tages due to the absence ofa m ixed G oldstone-gauge boson propagator. Ifone restricts

oneselfto the ’tHooft-Feynm an gauge (� = 1),the gauge boson propagatorturnsoutto

be quite sim ple as well(cf.eq.(11)). Note thatthe background gauges are also used in

the com putation ofhigh energy crosssections[21].

W e showed explicitly that the value ofthe e�ective potentialat its m inim a is inde-

pendent ofthe gauge-�xing param eter order by order ifit is expanded consistently in

g23.

Close to the criticaltem perature this expansion breaks down. Here we worked with

thefulltwo-loop potentialand used a rescaling procedurewhich isespecially suited to the

treatm ent ofquasiclassicalsolutions like criticalbubbles [11]and sphalerons [20]. This

procedure is not gauge-�xing independent but the �-dependence becom es substantially

weakerfrom one to two-loop orderin the case ofthee�ective potential(�gure4).
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A ppendix

The propagatorsand vertices are read o� equation (10). W e used the form ofthe gauge

boson propagatorgiven in equation (11).Itisstraightforward to writedown thetwo-loop

graphsshown in �gure1.W hilethe\�gure8"graphscan beevaluated easily them om enta

in thenum eratorsofthe\sunset" graphshave to berem oved �rst.

W e did thisin two steps:

(i) after use ofm om entum conservation two loop-m om enta k and p are left. The m ixed

scalarproductskp are rem oved using the following identities:

2kp

(k+ p)2 + m 2
= 1 �

k2 + p2 + m 2

(k + p)2 + m 2
(31)

Z
ddp

(2�)d
kp F (p2;k2) = 0 (32)

Z
ddp

(2�)d
(kp)2F (p2;k2) =

1

d

Z
ddp

(2�)d
k
2
p
2
F (p2;k2) (33)

(ii)Therem aining m om enta in thenum eratorsarerem oved using theidentities:

k2

k2 + m 2
= 1 �

m 2

k2 + m 2
(34)

Z
ddk

(2�)d

Z
ddp

(2�)d

km pn

k2 + m 2
= 0 (35)

Form ula (35)holdsonly due to the cancelation ofIR-singularities.Thisreduction proce-

dure hasbeen perform ed with FO RM .The integralsleftare ofone ofthe typesgiven in

equations(15,16).

The single graphs are given below where the com binatoricalfactors are chosen in a

way thatthecontribution to the two-loop potentialisgiven by:

g
4
3

X
�gure80s �

1

2
g
4
3

X
sunsets (36)

Thedim ension isd = 3� 2�.

W W W =

H (m W ;m gh;m gh)

�

� 3�m 2
W +

3

4
m

2
W

�

+ H (m W ;m W ;m W )

�

� 9m 2
W d+

45

4
m

2
W

�

+ G (m gh;m gh)

�

�
3

4
+
3

2
�� 3�2

1

d
+ 3�2

�

+ G (m W ;m gh)

�
3

2
+ 6�

1

d
+ 6�d� 12�

�

+ G (m W ;m W )

�

�
9

4
� 3

1

d
+ 3d

�

W G hG h =

H (m gh;m gh;m gh)

�

�
3

2
�
2
m

2
W

�

+ H (m W ;m gh;m gh)

�

+ 6�m 2
W �

3

2
m

2
W

�

+ G (m gh;m gh)

�

+
3

2
�
3

2
�

�

+ G (m W ;m gh)(� 3)
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W G sG s=
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